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Dear Gary, 


Thanks for your brief letter of the 6th and several ebcloeures. 

7/ith regard to wh8t the racket says and your comment on its importance, 
which is no exaggeration, this aspect is far from compl te. There is much more 
to be done, some I’ve not even begun on, some where there may legitimately be 
official confusion, and some 1 suspect x nave solved. I Ml explain, exhorting you 
to say nothing at the same time. 

Among the things 1 sent is a receipt for a miasle removed during the 
autopsy. I also sent Rhoads’ failure to come up with sn exhibit and his reference 
to the two tiny £ragjnents. Now those cannot be called ” a missis". Where, then, is 
what Mimes removed? And what did he remove? The "structure’’ from the head? What no 
one except toward has hoted, tne 6.5 in diameter fragment seen by the panel on 
X-ray 2? Something else? Something else? What about the structure and this 6.5 mm 
fragment? What do the X-rays say of its other dimensions? There are things we plan 
there isn’t time for me to go into, but please, both of you (copy to f. : yul), no 
loose talk, for I want none to get to those we plan to question in advance. 

-lad Iil to the doctor today, he has strep throat. I arparently was able 
to keep going with it, though there is still some tenderness and more than the 
now customary weakness and weariness. 

AU y recent reference to an enormity of documents is tne complete Texas file. 

ftly request about tne ’’facts'' of the autopsy: Paul has doubted my contention 
there are withheld autopsy notes. ^ nave never nad any doubt about this, now am 
positive, and kno?/ whose they are, besides U umes’, but his, for sure, are withheld 
(for taat matter, tne receipt for the two fragments, above, wnica he says in tae 
proctocol, was neither attached nor, officially, exists, either). What 1 want to do 
i3 make a more dramatic showing, in writing, in court, in a brief, or in all or 
combination, of prooof tnst there had to be more notes. Therefore, I want to make 
a list of every statement of fact in the autopsy, what wounds, where they are, marks, 
ineisi.ons, scars, breaks, lascera tions, fractures, etc., the business, with dimension3, 
where given*, to see if they can all be found on the body chart. If they can, this 
will not diminish tne proof ± hsve of missing notes but will enable me to prepare 
better to answer that argument if it is made in court or a brief,... ^ou how know why 
I 7/ant, a competent raeuical chart, with all tne bon s, vertebra, etc, identified... 
Jerry x hone 1 me about his IC-P work. He Ml not be quite as drome tic o taking pictures 
that do not come out, but will get xeroxes of the directories, which are cheaper, 
better, and cover tae right years. I discussed this with him. 

'Tour 12/7 to Dick: Mary never told me she believes the Z splicing is 
after 313. Say after 343 and I’ll concede possibility. xu y study earlier ones rules 
out possibility save where I’ve published. Unless there is a new adhesive film 
not reducing light transmi ssion and completey invisible, ^o orthodox splices. Let’s 
not see unnecessary conspiracies, or have baddies doing tne unnecessary, whiai they’d 
not be likely to do or risk. Remember, whoever did it had to have access to every 
copy and there are some of which there is no general knowledge, such as a black and 
white made in Chicago* 

Last Train: note hurry picture to which I’ve referred you. Vhen the copy 
iw ary sent, me gets here i’ll give it to Dick. The stench of this crap is not dimin- 
ished by the passing of time... .The list of names I sent you comes from N.O. docs 
recently obtained, promised long ago. ?A '-Thorpe is in one in tne I*‘PG0 file, where 
it was without apparent reason- and only on his 03ving 6.5 ammo. Lest, ii 


